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May 15, 2015

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING

Jocelyn G. Boyd, Esquire
Chief Clerk & Administrator
Public Service Commission of South Carolina
101 Executive Center Drive, Suite 100
Columbia, South Carolina 29210

Re: Application of Duke Energy Progress, Incorporated to Establish a Distributed Energy
Resource Program
Docket No. 2015-53-E

Dear Ms. Boyd:

With this letter, the South Carolina Office of Regulatory Staff ("ORS") is re-filing the
Settlement Testimony of witness Leigh C. Ford to replace the Settlement Testimony that was
originally filed with the Public Service Commission of South Carolina ("Commission") and
served on parties on Thursday, May 14, 2015. In its previously filed Settlement Testimony, ORS
inadvertently utilized certain numbers that correspond to Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC and not to
Duke Energy Progress, Incorporated. ORS included these revisions in Ms. Ford's revised
Settlement Testimony. The paragraph below indicates the revisions. There are no other
revisions to Ms. Ford's Settlement Testimony.

~ Page 4, Lines 3-7: "A new residential solar rebate amount may be evaluated and
proposed at each successive achievement of 2;-000-4e% 375 kW of costumer-generation
capacity and a new non-residential solar rebate amount may be evaluated and proposed at
each successive achievement of 6nQQQ—klan 1,125 kW of
customer generator capacity until Act 236 targets are achieved, or December 31, 2020,
whichever occurs sooner."



We apologize for the inconvenience

Sincerely,

Andrew M. Bateman

cc: All Parties ofRecord (via E-mail & U.S. Mail)
David Butler, Esquire (via E-mail)
Joseph Melchers, Esquire (via E-mail)


